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GUEST: The Honorable Paul H, Nitze

Assistant Secretary of Defense for
International Security Affairs

INTERVIEWED BY: Richard Bate, ABC Pentagon Correspondent
John Scali, 22? State Department
Correspondent

THE ANNOUNCER:. From Washington, The American Broadcasting
company brings you [SSUES AND ANSWERS.

Assistant Secretary of Defense for International
Security Affairs, foreign policy advisor to the Department of
Defense, Paul H., Nitze, here are the issues.

Are the Russians building submaiine bases
in Cuba?

Has President de Gaulle's opposition killed the

allied nuclear force?
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Will the Soviet and Chinese Communist leaders kiss and
make up?

Now for the answers to the issues, from Assistant
Secretary of Defense Paul Nitze. Here to interview Secretary
Nitze are ABC Pentagon Correspondent, Richard Bate, and with
the first question, ABC State Départment Correspondent,

John Scali.

MR, SCALI: Mr. Nitze, welcome to ISSUES AND ANSWERS.

The Russians say they have just completed a successtul
series of tests of long-range missiles into the Pacific.
What do we know about this, were these tests as successful
as they claim and do you think perhaps they have closed the
missile gap?

MR. NITZE: Well, we have no reason to believe that
they were not successful. A series of tests of this kind
certainly has == you succeed on some of your objectives, you
don't succeed on all of your objectives. But on the second
part of your question which seems to me to be the important
part, we do not believe that they have closed the
missile gap =-— their missile gap -~ or do we believe they
are about to. We believe that we have ~-- that we are ahead
in this particular field and that we will contihue to be
ahead. |

MR, SCAL!:. Are we substantially ahead, would you say,
sir? |
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AR. NITZE: :E believe we are substantially ahead,

MR, BATE: In what way, numbers, or capability of throwlng
iarge weights, or what?

MR, NITZE: IWell, in numbers of (CBM's. We are adding a
Minuteman o a Polaris missile every day. At, really, the rate
which we are adding to our nuclear detervent force it is really
ve.y great jndeed and we don‘t believe they are equalling that

rate,

MR, BATE: In other words, we ace ciranking them out like ice

boxes and Khrushchev is not, as he said he would be able to do?

MR, NITZE: We don't crank them out like ice boxes, there
is a lot of work that goes into them, but we are producing.

MR, SCALl: Mr. Nitze, do we believe the Soviet explana-
_tion of these missile tests were strictly for peaceful purposes,
to develop a booster for space exploration, or do we think
that perhaps these tests may have had a military purpose,
too?

MR, NITZE: A booster can be used foyr either purpose., A
booster puts an object up into the atmosphere, or into outer
space, and a powerful booster, or a booster powerful enough
to do a space shot, would also be powerful enough to put
a warhead up.

MR. BATE: Mr. Nitze, are we liable to be shocked one
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of these days should the Russians make a military use of man in
space? Aren't there indications that they might be planning
something like this? A man in the sky with & gun in his hand
sort of thing?

MR, NITZE: Well, a man in the sky with a gun in his hand,
if it is just a gun, | don't think we would be concerned about
that, | imagine what you are refei'ring to is the possibility
chat they might orbit in space a nuciear weapon of some kind,

MR, BATE: Exactly.
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MR. NITZE: We think it would be very regretable indeed if
space were to be ésed for such purposes. We think it would be
largely a terror use of space. It isn't a medium in which one
would, of choice, carry out a military objective. It is very
expensive, the weapons would be very inaccurate if launched from
space. But it might have a terroﬁ effect and we don't propose that
space be used in that way and we would hope that the Soviet Union
would not so do,

MR. BATE: w;ll, aren't there indications that the Soviet
Union might be plﬁnning just such a terror weapon?

MR. NITZE: 40. There are indications ~= well, | think the
facts support a c%pability on their part to launch very large
objects into spac% and having that capability they could, if they
50 decided, conveﬁt that into a weapon in space, but we have
no indication thaq they have a program to so do.

MR. BATE: Aéen't we ourselves beginning to think along the
same |ines of mak{ng at least reconnalssance use of a military

man in space?

MR, NITZE: Of a man in space?

MR. BATE: Fo} a military mission. Not necessarily to
trigger a bomb or to guide a bomb to a target on the ground but
at least in a reco%naissance way.

MR, NITZE: wbll, certainly space vehicles are useful. From
the standpoint of iaking scientific observations. We do

have space vehicle% now which photograph clouds which help
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us with our weaﬁher predictions and things of that kind which

are peaceful us%s of space, which may also have some military
importance in tHe way of information. These, we think, are
propeirr and these we are developing.

MR, SCALI: | Mr. Nitze, Secretary of State Rusk said this
week that the quiets may'be disinterested in a nuclear test
ban because theﬁ may he about to launch a new series of nuclear
tests in the atﬁosphere. Do you share this view?

MR, NITZE: |t depends upon the time frame, H‘would be
surptised if they are preparing in the near-~term future a series
of tests in the atmosphere. They have always salid that if
we continued to test under ground they would at some time test
in the atmosphere and in the absence of a test ban treaty we
do propose to continue to test under ground.

MR. SCALl: | What do you mean by 'near-term future'', do you
rule out perhapsttests at all during this year?

MR. NITZE: | frankly would be surprised if they tested in
the atmosphere this year but one can't be certain of that.

MR, SCALI: jﬂf and when they are about to launch such a
series of tests would our monitoring system or intelligence
apparatus in somé way have had advance word, do you thipk?

MR. NITZE: Well, this Is a subject [ would prefer not
-to discuss.

MR. SCALI: As you know, Mr. Nitze, the Soviet leadership

is planning a series of important meetings in Moscow beginning
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next month., | think there is the Cential Committee and then
the Chinese Communists and Soviet leaders are supposed to try
to meet to see whether they can't patch things up. Do you foresee
any possibility at this time that the Chinese and the Soviets can
settle what appears to be a very sharp dispute on ideology?

MR. NITZE: If | were sitting in the Kremlin | think I
would put very high on my agendé the question of my relationships
with the Chinese Communists. This is clearly a central issue
in the Communiét world. The differences between the Chinese
Communists and the Soviets have been very deep indeed. They
have been not oﬁly ideological differences but also differences
of interest befween the two groups. So | am sure that an attempt
will be made t& find some bridge between Peking and Moscow, to try
to find some way between these deep differences, But whether
or not they caﬁ be successful in doing that this -~ we can't
tell whether they can be successful. | would be surprised if.
they could make a real accommodation between the two points
of view. They have been so ‘basically apart in the past that
to suddenly work out all these differences of interest, differences
in ideological épproach, this would surprise me very much
indeed.

MR. SCALl: What about the predictions that a new and
‘“tghéﬁerfgoviet line is almost certain to emerge from this

series of meetings?
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MR, NITZE: Well certainly the Chinese Communist ideological
line has been in:favor of a tougher attitude toward the West. This
isn't to say that the Soviet line isn't tough toward the West but
the Chinese Communist line is even tougher in the sense of forceful
action, action iﬁvolving substantial risk.

In an endeavor to accommodate their position to that of the
Chinese Communists they might move somewhat in that direction. |
think we ought to be fully cognizant of that risk. | don't think
that we can look upon the current pause in Soviet foreign policy.
They haven't been active in foreign policy in recent months but
i should think it was a mistake on our part to draw from that a’
conclusion that this would continue indefinitely. 1 think we have
to be prepared for a renewal of active tension between the tast
and the West,

MR, BATE: Do you think that Mr. Khrushchev is under
pressure from the military men in the Soviet Union to get tougher,
in addition to béing under pressure from the Chinese, and do you
think that the Rﬁssian military hierarchy will begin to have more
influence?

MR, NITZE: | don't think that we have any indications that
Mr. Khrushchev is not in firm céntrol of the situation in the Soviet
Union. The Communist doctrine calls for very firm control b? the
Communist party over the military element of their society and |
don' t think we have any indications that that has bréken down in
any way.
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MR, BATE: Do you foresee the possibility that perhaps a member
of the Russian mifitary hierarchy might succeed Mr. Khrushchev one of
these days?

MR, NITZE: it would surprise me a great deal. it is contrary
to their entire vfew of the Communist organization to have a military

man at the head of the organization,
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MR, SCALI: M, Nitze, there are rumors that after this series
of meetings the Soviets may decide to spend quite a bit more on
armaments, particularly in the field of nuclear armament in an effort
to catch up with‘us. Does this look like a good bet to you?

MR, NITZE: Well, | think they have already increased their
defense budgets. They did during the course of the Berlin crisis
of 160-'61-162, and they then raised their defense budgets by an
appreciable amount and ! think a very substantial proportion of those
increased defense budgets are going into an effort to build up their
side of the nuclear balance.

MR. SCALI: These rumors though speak of a possible crash
program by the Soviets in the nuclear arms field.

MR, NITZE: | have no indications that would support that,.

MR. BATE: | would like to change the area of questioning for
just a minute, if | may. Do you feel there is any truth to the
claim as has been made by Senator Morse, among others, that the
usefulness or effectiveness of NATO is dead, is over?

MR. NITZE: | think quite the contrary. | have just returned
from the Ottawa meeting. Frankly it was my view that this was
one of our most successful NATO meetings. The things that were

to be done at Ottawa, these were done and were effectively done,
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and beyond that%the quality of the discussion in the NATO meeling
was as high or higher thar that in any meeting in which 1| have
participatediana | have participated in a number of the NATO
meetings.

MR. BATE: ! am told that ét the NATO meeting the great
emphasis was pléced on the idea that our NATO allies must begin
to pick up more of their share of the cost of NATO. Do you see
any chance of this? Both in men and in financial cost.

MR, NITZE: Well, we do believe that the United States
is bearing a disbroportionate share of the burden in NATO,
and we have forga long period of time thought that our NATO
allies could properly take a larger portion of the common
alliance requirements. And they have picked up a larger portion.
The NATO ex-U.S. defense budgets have increased particularly
since the Berlin crisis, The country that has increased its
defense budget most impfessively, of course, is West Germany.
| think their defense budget fs -- 1 think it has roughly
doubled since the beginning of the Berlin crisis. | think it
has gone up somé 25 percent in. the last year. Other countries
have increased their defense budgets less.

Some have increased them even in relationship to the
growth in their national product, in relationship to the

general increase in thelr capacity. Others have not. Others
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have increased their defense budgets, but not as much as the rise
in their economfc productivity.

MR. BATE: Aren't we walking all the way around a man named
Charles de Gaulle, here?

MR. NITZE: Charles de Gaulle, General de Gaulle and France
have a very high defense budget in relationship to the terms of
the other NATO countries, ex the United States. It isn't that
France isn't pufting a great deal into its defense effort. What
we are concerned about is that that defense effort support the
alliance and the alliance interests, and not just French national
interests. |

MR. SCALl: Mr. Nitze, as you well recall one of the Ottawa
newspapers during the middle of the conference had an eight-column
headline at one point saying that the American proposal fof the
mul tination nuc}ear;fdrce was dead. By that | mean the proposal
to arm a series of surface ships with Polaris missiles. Do you
agree with that?

MR. NITZE: i don't agree with that, no.

The proposal for what we have called the multilateral force -~
and this proposé\ was for a sékies of ships, as you have
suggested, with Polaris missiles on these ships, and the ships and
the missiles woﬁld be commonly owned by a number of NATO countries.

MR. BATE: And commonly manned.

MR. NITZE: And commonly manned and controlled by
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ZATO and by the people that would contribute tc this force. Now
this is a very ambitious scheme. NoO alliance that i cen vhink of
425 ever had that kind of a force which wes owned in common,
manned in common, controlled in common. Now this we never thought
could be done right off the bat. We thought if this was really of
interest to the other members of the NATO aliiance who have taken
a strong position in the past, that nuciear armaments are soO
important to their defense as well as ours tnat they would like
to pariicipate in this share of their defenses.

We thought that this was perhaps the best way in which this
could be done. Now work on this is continuing. { think to say
+hat this is dead just because things go slowly or because some=
body is against it and wants to inquire about this, that, or
the other thing is the wrong way of putting it.

MR, BATE: it hasn't been enthusiastically received, though,
by all the members of NATO, has it?

MR, NITZE: No, it has not,

MR. SCAL!: And the West Germans iv | recall, Mr. Nitze,
are the only ones on record as saying they would definitely
be prepared to join such a force?

MR, NITZE: That is correct. But others are studying the
oroposal carefully.

MR, SCALI: Do you think the British can afford to
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join both this propoSa] and the other inter-allied nuclear
force, Force No. 27
“ MR. NITZE: | do.

MR, SCAL!: And do you expect that perhaps the jtalians,

the Greeks and the_Turks may go along?

MR. NITZE: lithlnk they might.

MR; BATE: Would such a force have to be free of the
Américaﬁ veto on when to push the button?

MR, NITZE: No we do not thunk that it should be free
of U. S. partiClpaklOn in the deCISIOn to use the force.
After all this force would not be a large percentage of
the ‘aggregate a!llance forces. The main alliance force
is after all the Strateglc Air Command of the United States
This supplies perhgps 90, 95, 97 percent of the aggregate
‘ déferrent power ofgthé alliance and it would seem to us
unwise to have an ;rrangement under which a force which is such
'a small percentage‘of the aggregate alliance force m|ght

be used not with tpe full cooperation of the major force.
i . '

MR. BA*E' Dogs this mean though that for example
these surface ships wnth nuclear-tipped Polaris
missiles could be used in such a way -- let's say three or four

!

peOp]e would have &o vote before ‘a Polaris could be launched
8 { .

from one of these ;hips -- suppose we voted no. Could the

missile then be used?

i
MR, NITZE: No, it could not.
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MR, SCALi: Well, Mr. Nitze, the German Defense Minister
said that in order to have a force that is truly effective

and In real partnership with the United States that eventually

the American veto on when to fire these missiles must disappear.

MR, N'TZE: | think what the German Defense Minister had

In mind was really a different point. His point was that
it would be dedirable if the pa}ticipation in this force

were as wide as possible. That it include not only the U. S.,
Gerhany, Greece, Turkey, ltaly, Belgium, but also the U. K.

and also France.

Obviously (if one could have a force of this kind which
‘included all the principal members of the alliance, this would

be preferable go having a force in which only some members
l
‘of the alliance participated. And what he said was that he

fthought a force in which the United States did not have a
~veto would be the only one in which General de Gaulle
might be interested. 1| think this is the implication

at least of what the German Defense Minister said.
‘ .
MR. SCALI: Well, Governor Rockefeller in effect has
|
suggested the s

United States help develop a separate European

|

nuclear deferrﬁnt, one that would be in real partnership
with us. Do yo% see any value in that?
MR, NITZE: | don't think that is a practicable idea. This

ame thing and he has suggested that the

is different again from what Mr. von Hassel, the German

' N .
Defense Minister, was talking about. As | understand

i .
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Governor Rockefeller's nroposal this would be a European
force, not a NlTO-fcrce. What we have been discussing
before was a NATO force which we and perhaps Canada, but the
alliance as a whole at least would have the right to '
Join, should they so desire.

| think what Governor Rockefeller was talking about was a
force whichiwould be speeificatly a European force.

Now before one can realiy seriously contemplate that

kind of a force -- and | think the French agree with

this -- one wonld have to have a far higher degree of European ‘

organlzation and unity and virtually a Federation of Europe
before such a ionce would make sense.
Now the French take the position that we overestimate

 the degkeebof iurepean unity today. They say that any

such‘con;eptib$ would perhaps take ten years. Not in the
“-event of a unilied Europe, then that unified Europe

would include within itself the present British capability,

the French cepabifity, and they have nuclear capabilities
‘7'today, so It 1fuld have a nuclear force and we would then
\" have to work o&t the arrangements and we think those
‘ arrangements wéuld probably be the NATO arrangement between
“these two. But then somethlng along the lines of what
. Governor Rockefeller was talklng about would be possuble

But,inkthe'cur ent context, | for one do not believe it

"“to be a reallstic proposal.

Approved For Rele?se 2004/01/16 : CIA-RDP75-00149R000500430011-1 -
1 V ) . . 3 . .

_16



Approved For Release 2004/01/16 : CIA-RDP75-00149R000500430011-1
17

MR. BATE: :France, of course, is continuing to go ahead
with its own "go it alone" rnuclear force, to use the words.
Could you tell us what kind of progress they are making
and what kind of troubles they are running into?

MR. NITZE: Well, the first phase of their program
would be the Mirage bomber force and | think the first
one of those have already.come off the line and | think
by fall they will have a few and they may very well have
rhe weapons to go with those few. | think before they build
up to the full force which they contemplate, which is 48
or 50 bombers, | think this might be well into 1965 before they ==

MR, BATE: .Are they running into some troubles, do
you think?

MR, NITZE: . | don't believe they are running into troubles
with the production of their bombers, but they propose that
thereafter theyimight have either submarine-based missiles
or some other type of delivery system, because of the great
vulnerability of a bomber force, particularly that close
to the USSR. Ana it is within that expanded program, looking

further into the future, that | think they are probably

v

running into the! same problems that anyone in this busines
faces, and that is that it is a very complex, difficult
business, and the costs tend to exceed one's original

estimate,

Approved For Release 2004/01/16 : CIA-RDP75-00149R000500430011-1



———— —— ’

x

g Apprbved For Release 2004/01/16 : CIA-RDP75-00149R000500430011-1

18
MR, SCALY Do you think in terms of developing the
first generation of their weapons and delivery system
k,that it is notiany more expensive or complex than
©they had antlcipated? |
MR, N!TZEi That | wouldn't be able to ﬁestify to., |
Just doh‘t knbw the aﬁswef.
MR. SCALI} Mr. Nitze, what do you think of the whole
concept of théiinitiél French nuclear deterrent? That is
. sending a Mira?e bomber with a free~-fall gravity bomb on
it to a Russia% férget flying at a very, very low altitude,
Déiydu‘think t%is is a feasible way of hitting a target?

MR, NITZE: ‘Well, | think this is what the French

[ N S—

could do. it isn't that they wouldn't prefer to have

submarlne*baéeé missiles. Buf what they have produced and
i
are In the pro%ess of producing is a bomber.

MR, SCALI% But do you think they could reach a target
éay as far disﬁant aé the Soviet Union, with a nuclear
weapon aboard and hot be shotvdown by, fdr example, the
Ru;sianvanti-afrcraft missile?

MR, NITZE: Well, | wouldn't like to express an opinlon
on that. | |

MR, BATE: | Do you see an§ signs that the Russians

plan to heat up the Berlin crisis again at any time soon?
MR, NITZEJ ‘At the moment there‘are no Indications that

they so Intend, but | think this goes back to the former

|
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question we were discussing as to the outcome of the Soviet
discussions with the Chinese Communists, what Soviet policy
might be after those discussions are resolved one way'or
aﬁother and then it is conceivable that as part of a harder
Soviet line that the Berlin issue would again become an
immediate and important issue.

MR. BATE: |To switch you out of Berlin for a moment, dé
you feel that there is any truth in reports that there is a
Soviet submarine base or bases being built in Cuba and that

bases pose as bjg a threat to our security as the hard-based

missile sites which were in Cuba and were removed?

MR. NITZE:! Well, | don't think it is so. Certainly we

have no evidence to support the view that the Soviets are

building a submarine base. Now this does not mean that we can --

you can never make negative proof. You can't prove that it
Impossible, but we certainly have no evidence that would
lead us to believe that they are so doing, and we don't
be]feve that they are, sir. |
MR. SCALI:: Mr. Nitze, many people say that we'jusf

‘havenﬁt been fough énough with the Soviets in demandiﬁg that
they pu]] their ;some 15,000 remaining troops out of Cubé.
Why aren't we tougher on that?&

MR. NITZE:  Well, | take It this question presupposes

that if one raiﬁes one's tone of voice, one somehow or

|
other gets the Soviets to do something with otherwise they
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wouldn't intend to do. That doesn't work., Just as if the

’ Soviets raised th%iv volce to us, that doesn't cause us to take
an actioh, We dié have a choice at the time of the oriéinal
Cuban crisis In October, as to whether our minimum requirements
for lifting the quarantine would include not only the removal
of the offensive weapons systems but also the removal of all
soviet troops there. At that time it was decided that to

get the solution that we wanted it was probably wisest to
concentrate on the removal of the offensive weapons systems.

Now it was not that we didn't realize the impoitance,

then, of trying to get the Soviet personnel out, because we
don't be]ieve there is any reason for them to be there, but
we did not make that a condition. But since that time we have
béen frying to get them out as best we can with the means that
“are avallable.
MR. SCALI: Do you think eventually they will go == in 15
seconds. /
ﬂR. NITZE: I hate to predict 6n this, but | think they
will,

MR. SCALl: Well, M¢. Nitze, we want to thank you very

much for being with us today on ISSUES AND ANSWERS.

THE ANNOUNCERf Next week af‘this same time [SSUES AND
ANSWERS will bring%you a conversation with the President of
India, Dr.'Sarnepagli-Radhakrishnan, here on a state visit as

'a guest of President Kennedy. We hope you will be with us.

2 e
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